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 said  reports to the board, and  and every district employee goes to the meetings.  
said attendance has been this way for the last two years.  said takes the meeting minutes and 
notes, and  LNU will fill in for her if she is absent.  said any questions that come up regarding 
fixing lines, expansions, or details in the field,  LNU or  would primarily answer, but  
would also occasionally answer. 

With regards to the May 2017 board meeting,  said an issue was brought up by . said 
someone from the staff had contacted , with concerns about   said he did not know all 
the details, but said the board meeting was held and then the board members asked the staff to leave.  
said  then told the board of the concerns that were brought to him ( ). stated again that 
the board meetings are usually one or two hours, but said the board met for almost half the day.  said 
the board decided to bring in each individual on the staff and ask what was going on.  clarified they 
brought in ,  LNU, , and .

 said the staff felt  didn’t treat them right, and  said the staff did not have hard proof, but 
felt that  was not taking the water samples correctly.  said the staff alleged there was no way 

 was able to get around to all the sample locations, and still make it to the office by 8:00 or 8:30 AM.
 said someone on the staff had apparently talked to a resident at one of the sample points and the 

resident said she had never seen  there.

 said there was also an allegation that  and his wife were using an IPad for personal use, that 
was being paid for by the PWSD #9.  said the payment was never authorized by the board. 

 said another allegation was that  was using PWSD #9 funds to purchase gasoline for personal 
use.  said there was also little proof in this allegation, but said there were claims made that  
would put district gas cans in his truck on a Friday, and they would come back empty. 

 said the board brought  in and “flat questioned” him.  said  never admitted to 
anything regarding the water samples. said the board showed  the bill regarding the IPad also. 

 said  said “ok,” but never admitted to doing anything.  said  said he would take 
care of it during the November 2017 board meeting. With regards to the gasoline allegations,  said the 
board did not push  hard on, because the felt the allegation was difficult to prove.  said the 
board ultimately decided to suspend  for the entire month of January 2018, without pay.  said 
this  suspension equated to a loss of about $7,000 in Kohler’s salary.  

With regards to PWSD #9 credit cards,  was unsure who was issued them.  said if he was 
managing the district,  ,  LNU, and maybe  would all have one.  said this 
would be because   LNU, and  would rotate on call, “24/7,” and may need to fix 
something outside of normal business hours. said he never looked at the district’s monthly 
expenditures, except when  showed him the bills on  IPad.

 said he was not aware of regulatory reporting requirements until after the issues with  were 
brought up.  said  share that information with the board.  said the board never had a 
discussion as to if they should report the allegations against   said the board probably did not 
ever think about reporting the allegations.  said the board decided that  would no longer take the
water samples, and directed  LNU and  conduct the sampling. 

With regards to the termination of  employment at PWSD #9,  said he was let go in November 
2017.  said the reasoning behind this was more than just  bringing forth concerns about  
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 said it became apparent during the interviews that  had a “strong vendetta” against  
said for the past year  had a bad and short attitude toward customers and board members.  said 
the board asked if  was good for PWSD #9, and the response was “questionable.”  summed up 

 being terminated based on overall job performance and the fact that  did not handle himself the 
best. 

 said the board never tried to compare water sample times versus arrival times at office.  
said he did not think the PWSD #9 office had any security systems, cameras, or timecards.  said 

 and  have computers. 

 said the sample locations included  residence, a former board member’s residence west of 
Harrisonville,  residence, and  house.  said he believes the board has 
changed the sample locations, but said he missed that meeting.  said he believes there are four new 
sample locations.

 said that  was an earlier riser, often being on his way to work at 6:00 or 6:30 AM.  said it 
is possible  could have been conducting the sampling correctly.  said the original sample 
locations were decided prior to being on the board, but those locations all have outside spigots.  
said stated this during a board meeting. 

 said that the PWSD #9 has not had any samples fail the analyses performed, at least there has never 
been a report of it.  said on occasion samples out of water tower may be “high in a few things,” but the
board has the problem fixed. 

 stated that from what he has seen, the PWSD #9 has a “clean bill of health, and has never had 
anything questionable…at least that’s what has been presented to us. We take pride in our good water.”

 Interview Part 1.WMA
 Interview Part 2.WMA
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